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Ootton  Varieties  Planted,  United  States 


1958-1962 


Estimates  of  the  percentages  of  the  various  varieties  of  ootton  planted  in  the  United  States  in  1962,  ay  counties,  districts,  and 
states,  are  presented  in  this  report.  Comparative  variety  data  for  the  four  years  1958-61  are  shown  by  districts  and  states.  A 
preliminary  report  containing  percentage  distributions  of  ootton  varieties  planted  by  counties  and  districts  in  the  early  harvest¬ 
ing  area  of  south  Texas  was  published  in  mid- June. 

The  variety  data  presented  herein  are  based  principally  on  estimates  furnished  by  ootton  ginners  for  the  territories  served  by 
their  gins.  Supplemental  information  is  obtained  from  others  closely  associated  with  ootton  culture  in  their  respective  areas, 
suoh  as  seed  breeders  and  dealers,  and  oounty  agents. 

Three  general  varieties  of  ootton  account  for  about  51  peroent  of  the  ootton  aoreage  planted  in  the  United  States  this  year.  These 
varieties  in  order  of  their  relative  importance  are  Deltapine,  Aoala  and  Lonkart.  A  percentage  distribution  of  the  ten  leading 
general  varieties  planted  in  1962  with  comparison  for  four  previous  years  is  presented  at  the  foot  of  this  page.  All  strains  of 
each  particular  variety  are  oombined  for  the  purpose  of  the  comparison, 

Deltapine  continues  as  the  leading  variety  of  ootton  planted  in  the  United  States  for  the  third  consecutive  year.  About  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  1962  aoreage  was  planted  to  Deltapine  with  the  strain  DPL  Smooth  Leaf  accounting  for  20  peroent  of  total  aoreage 
against  17  peroent  a  year  earlier  and  six  percent  two  years  ago.  Deltapine  Is  the  principal  variety  planted  in  Arizona,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi  and  Tennessee. 

Aoala  is  the  second  leading  variety  of  ootton  planted  this  year.  Estimates  indicate  that  this  variety  accounts  for  15  peroent  of 
total  acreage,  down  Bllghtly  from  a  year  earlier.  Acala  continues  as  the  leading  variety  in  California,  Nevada,  Hew  Mexico  and 
Dlstriot  6  of  Texas.  Acala  1517  strains  are  the  most  popular  in  all  states  named  above  with  the  exception  of  California  where 
Aoala  4-42  accounts  for  about  89  percent  of  the  aoreage  planted  in  that  state. 

Lank art  is  the  third  leading  variety  of  ootton  planted  this  year  with  11  percent  of  the  total  United  States  aoreage  against  12 
peroent  last  year.  Lank art  is  the  principal  variety  planted  in  both  Texas  and  Oklahoma  and  accounts  for  31  and  52  peroent,  re¬ 
spectively,  of  total  aoreage  planted  in  eaoh  of  these  states. 

The  next  three  leading  varieties,  Coker,  oregg,  and  Rex,  each  account  for  about  seven  peroent  of  total  United  8tates  aoreage, 

Coker  continues  to  be  the  principal  variety  planted  in  all  southeastern  states  with  the  exception  of  Alabama.  Of  the  ten  leading 
general  varieties,  Oregg  showed  the  largest  percentage-wise  gain  in  popularity  by  more  than  doubling  its  acreage  this  year.  This 
variety  was  planted  principally  in  Oklahoma,  Texas  and  New  Mexico,  being  the  second  leading  variety  in  the  latter  two  states.  Rex 
is  the  leading  variety  planted  in  Arkansas  and  Missouri,  accounts  for  substantial  aoreage  in  North  Carolina,  and  is  planted  to 
soma  degree  in  all  but  four  ootton  producing  states. 

Other  leading  varieties  planted  this  year  are  Stonevllle,  Delfos,  Dixie  King  and  Western  Stormproof.  Stoneville  is  planted  pri¬ 
marily  In  the  south  central  and  southwestern  states  while  Delfos  maintains  fair  sized-aoreage  in  Arkansas  and  Missouri.  Dixie 
King  is  a  new-comer  to  this  year's  list  of  the  ten  leading  varieties.  It  is  the  most  popular  variety  in  Alabama  and  represents 
the  second  largest  acreage  planted  In  Tennessee.  Western  Stormproof  accounts  for  three  and  nine  peroent,  respectively,  of  total 
ootton  aoreage  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  Pima  S-2  replaced  Pima  S-l  as  the  leading  variety  of  Amerlcan-Egyptlan  cotton  planted  this 
season. 

The  variety  data  presented  in  this  report  are  estimates  whioh  should  serve  as  reliable  guides  as  to  the  geographlo  distribution 
send  proportions  of  the  various  varieties  of  ootton  through  the  Ootton  Belt. 
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Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  aoreage  planted  to  specified  varieties.  United  States,  1958-62 


Year 

Aoala 

Coker 

Delfos 

Deltapine 

Dixie 

King 

Oregg 

Lank art 

Rex 

Stone¬ 

ville 

Western 

Stormproof 

Other 

V 

Total 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Peroent 

_ 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

1958 

25 

10 

3 

25 

0 

0 

13 

e 

2 

2 

20 

100 

1959 

24 

8 

5 

21 

1 

2 

15 

2 

2 

3 

17 

100 

1960 

21 

0 

4 

24 

2 

3 

12 

4 

3 

3 

16 

100 

1961 

17 

0 

3 

27 

3 

3 

12 

6 

3 

3 

15 

100 

1962 

15 

7 

3 

25 

3 

1 

11 

7 

5 

3 

14 

100 

0  Less  than  0.5  peroent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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UNITED  STATES 

Districts  for  Cotton  Quality  Reports 


2 


U  S  DEPARTMENT  Of  AGRICULTURE 


Table  1.  United  State*:  Kstlaated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  specified  varieties,  by  states  and  United  States,  1956-62. 
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Table  2*  Worth  Carolina!  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  speolfled 

varieties ,  by  dietriota  and  state,  1956-62* 


Dlstrlot 

and 

State 

0  Innings 

(Joker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Rex 

Other 

2/ 

Total 

1,000 

Dales 

Feroent 

Feroent 

Percent 

Feroent 

Feroent 

Feroent 

District  1 

1958 

38 

96 

- 

3 

m 

1 

100 

1959 

78 

96 

m 

3 

- 

1 

100 

1960 

47 

93 

a 

6 

a 

1 

100 

1961 

51 

88 

2 

6 

3 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

73 

6 

4 

10 

7 

100 

Dlstrlot  2 

1958 

146 

97 

m 

l 

2 

100 

1959 

144 

99 

- 

a 

m 

1 

100 

1960 

108 

93 

• 

3 

a 

4 

100 

1961 

143 

73 

a 

2 

25 

e 

100 

1962 

- 

64 

e 

m 

35 

i 

100 

Dlstrlot  3 

1958 

77 

97 

e 

1 

m 

2 

100 

1959 

114 

98 

e 

1 

m 

1 

100 

1960 

90 

94 

i 

4 

m 

1 

100 

1961 

96 

80 

i 

4 

15 

e 

100 

1962 

- 

55 

2 

m 

43 

0 

100 

State 

1950 

261 

97 

0 

1 

as 

2 

100 

1959 

336 

99 

a 

1 

m 

r 

100 

1960 

245 

93 

e 

4 

e 

3 

100 

1961 

290 

78 

i 

4 

17 

0 

100 

1962 

62 

2 

1 

33 

2 

100 

•  Less  than  0.5  percent* 

}J  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 


4 


Table  3.  North  Carolina:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  counties  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

01ns 

1961 

G innings 

Carolina 

Queen 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

District  1 

Anson 

7 

6.3 

- 

88 

3 

3 

6 

100 

Cabarrus 

3 

1.2 

- 

87 

13 

am 

a. 

100 

Catawba 

4 

.4 

mm 

81 

19 

100 

Cleveland 

21 

19.2 

17 

72 

a. 

11 

100 

Iredell 

7 

3.9 

- 

53 

27 

5 

11 

4 

100 

Lincoln 

6 

3.5 

■a 

86 

a» 

12 

2 

100 

Mecklenburg 

5 

4.0 

- 

93 

5 

2 

100 

Rowan 

3 

2.3 

- 

4 

12 

47 

37 

mm 

100 

Rutherford 

4 

1.9 

- 

60 

10 

28 

2 

100 

Stanley 

4 

.3 

- 

95 

2 

m, 

3 

.. 

100 

Union 

10 

6.0 

- 

84 

7 

1 

8 

mm 

100 

All  Other 

5 

CD 

• 

H 

- 

36 

29 

25 

10 

- 

100 

Total 

79 

50.8 

6 

73 

6 

4 

10 

1 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Dixie 

King 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

District  2 

Bertie 

4 

3.8 

84 

16 

100 

Chowan 

3 

1.6 

- 

46 

31 

23 

mm 

100 

Edgecombe 

6 

7.4 

mm 

90 

a. 

10 

mm 

100 

Franklin 

6 

7.5 

am 

81 

19 

am 

100 

Halifax 

15 

24.6 

— 

79 

21 

mm 

100 

Hertford 

3 

4.5 

— 

58 

42 

mm 

100 

Johnston 

14 

13.3 

mm 

56 

— 

mm 

44 

- 

100 

Nash 

12 

13.6 

- 

65 

4 

•m 

31 

- 

100 

Northampton 

16 

23.8 

- 

27 

2 

- 

71 

mm 

100 

Pitt 

5 

6.3 

- 

43 

1 

- 

56 

- 

100 

Warren 

7 

7.0 

- 

87 

mm 

- 

13 

- 

100 

Wayne 

8 

7.2 

2 

60 

mm 

_ 

38 

- 

100 

Wilson 

7 

9.8 

- 

55 

- 

1 

44 

- 

100 

All  Other 

6 

12.1 

- 

87 

- 

1 

12 

- 

100 

Total 

112 

142.5 

* 

64 

1 

* 

35 

- 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

— 

Total 

District  3 

Cumberland 

6 

4.2 

2 

77 

_ 

21 

mm 

— 

100 

Harnett 

11 

14.2 

- 

19 

- 

81 

- 

- 

100 

Hoke 

4 

6.0 

- 

84 

10 

6 

- 

- 

100 

Lee 

3 

1.6 

- 

82 

- 

18 

- 

- 

100 

Richmond 

3 

.9 

- 

97 

- 

3 

- 

- 

100 

Robeson 

19 

28.9 

■a 

59 

- 

41 

- 

- 

100 

Sampson 

12 

17.8 

- 

52 

3 

45 

- 

- 

100 

Scotland 

6 

16.2 

- 

55 

3 

42 

- 

- 

100 

All  Other 

8 

6.4 

- 

80 

- 

20 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

72 

96.2 

* 

55 

2 

43 

- 

- 

100 

Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  4.  South  Carolln««  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  aoreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  districts  and  state,  1958-62. 


District 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Umpire 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

District  1 

1958 

57 

* 

95 

2 

1 

• 

2 

100 

1959 

92 

- 

90 

7 

2 

m 

1 

100 

1960 

70 

- 

89 

7 

2 

• 

2 

100 

1961 

76 

* 

85 

11 

1 

* 

3 

100 

1962 

- 

1 

80 

13 

1 

2 

3 

100 

District  2 

1958 

163 

a* 

97 

1 

1 

a. 

1 

100 

1959 

220 

- 

94 

3 

2 

• 

1 

100 

1960 

222 

IS 

87 

7 

4 

• 

2 

100 

1961 

201 

1 

89 

6 

1 

2 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

1 

87 

6 

1 

5 

• 

100 

District  3 

1958 

82 

93 

5 

1 

a* 

1 

100 

1959 

109 

- 

89 

9 

1 

# 

1 

100 

1960 

127 

- 

87 

10 

1 

1 

1 

100 

1961 

137 

• 

86 

10 

1 

2 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

0 

88 

8 

0 

3 

1 

100 

State 

1958 

302 

as 

96 

2 

1 

a. 

1 

100 

1959 

421 

• 

92 

5 

2 

• 

1 

100 

1960 

419 

a* 

87 

8 

3 

• 

2 

100 

1961 

414 

• 

87 

8 

1 

2 

2 

100 

1962 

* 

1 

86 

8 

1 

4 

• 

100 

•  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Include*  e«all  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  5.  South  Carolina?  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  counties  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

Oins 

1961 

Ginnings 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

P-ercent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Perc ent 

Percent 

District  1 

Abbeville 

4 

6.2 

56 

35 

5 

4 

• 

100 

Anderson 

10 

14.0 

77 

1 

22 

• 

_ 

* 

100 

Cherokee 

6 

4.4 

83 

- 

12 

5 

• 

100 

Chester 

3 

3.3 

93 

- 

- 

• 

• 

7 

100 

Edgefield 

6 

9.5 

81 

1 

10 

* 

6 

2 

100 

Greenville 

7 

3.8 

85 

1 

13 

1 

# 

• 

100 

Laurens 

10 

8.2 

70 

- 

21 

1 

1 

7 

100 

McCormick 

3 

1.6 

88 

12 

• 

- 

• 

100 

Newberry 

6 

4.4 

95 

• 

1 

* 

3 

1 

100 

Oconee 

3 

2.0 

100 

• 

- 

— 

- 

100 

Pickens 

3 

.8 

100 

- 

• 

. 

100 

Saluda 

5 

3.3 

100 

- 

. 

- 

- 

• 

100 

Spartanburg 

10 

2.7 

97 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

100 

York 

9 

8.2 

82 

* 

7 

- 

2 

9 

100 

All  Other 

5 

3.7 

99 

- 

* 

* 

1 

- 

100 

Total 

98 

76.1 

80 

1 

13 

1 

2 

3 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

District  2 

Chesterfield 

10 

12.6 

80 

7 

11 

1 

1 

100 

Clarendon 

11 

24.5 

1 

86 

12 

~ 

1 

- 

100 

Darlington 

8 

14.3 

- 

98 

• 

- 

2 

- 

100 

Dillon 

9 

13.9 

1 

72 

7 

- 

19 

1 

100 

Florence 

14 

20.1 

- 

88 

1 

- 

11 

• 

100 

Lancaster 

4 

4.0 

7 

93 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Lee 

14 

32.4 

1 

92 

3 

1 

3 

* 

100 

Marion 

4 

4.2 

6 

76 

3 

- 

12 

3 

100 

Marlboro 

13 

'  23.4 

* 

82 

11 

* 

6 

1 

100 

Richland 

3 

2.2 

- 

82 

18 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Sumter 

18 

28.1 

6 

82 

8 

- 

4 

* 

100 

Williamsburg 

8 

18.8 

- 

93 

3 

- 

4 

- 

100 

All  Other 

3 

2.4 

- 

94 

- 

6 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

119 

200.9 

1 

87 

6 

1 

5 

* 

100 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Rex 

Wannamaker 

All-in-one 

Other 

1/ 

— 

Total 

District  3 

Aiken 

7 

14.9 

89 

9 

2 

• 

• 

- 

100 

Allendale 

3 

6.6 

83 

17 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Bamberg 

4 

9.7 

94 

4 

1 

- 

1 

- 

100 

Barnwell 

5 

10.4 

86 

9 

3 

- 

2 

- 

100 

Calhoun 

6 

10.5 

77 

3 

2 

18 

„  * 

- 

100 

Colleton 

4 

4.6 

72 

27 

- 

- 

1 

- 

100 

Dorchester 

4 

7.1 

92 

7 

1 

- 

• 

- 

100 

Hampton 

5 

8.3 

86 

10 

3 

- 

1 

- 

100 

Lexington 

4 

6.6 

96 

3 

1 

- 

* 

- 

100 

Orangeburg 

28 

53.2 

88 

6 

5 

- 

1 

- 

100 

All  Other 

2 

5.5 

99 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

72 

137.4 

88 

8 

3 

1 

• 

- 

100 

Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  A.  Georgia!  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  aoreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  districts  and  state,  1958-62, 


Dlstrlot 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Dixie 

King 

- * 

Empire 

Plains 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Dlstrlot  1 

1958 

85 

<1 

57 

- 

<» 

33 

ft 

e 

100 

1959 

173 

• 

64 

as 

1 

31 

ft 

4 

100 

1960 

128 

• 

50 

7 

37 

ft 

6 

100 

1961 

134 

ft 

47 

4 

12 

35 

ft 

2 

100 

1962 

* 

2 

50 

3 

12 

28 

ft 

3 

100 

Dlstrlot  2 

1958 

160 

• 

46 

• 

ft 

31 

10 

13 

100 

1959 

201 

• 

48 

- 

1 

26 

15 

'  10 

100 

1960 

224 

1 

47 

- 

3 

29 

11 

9 

100 

1961 

227 

3 

48 

• 

7 

24 

9 

7 

100 

1962 

- 

13 

49 

1 

9 

13 

6 

7 

100 

Dlstrlot  3 

1958 

104 

• 

71 

. 

1 

20 

2 

6 

100 

1959 

143 

- 

66 

• 

3 

18 

2 

11 

100 

1960 

136 

ft 

63 

• 

9 

23 

1 

4 

100 

1961 

131 

3 

39 

ft 

17 

17 

ft 

4 

100 

1962 

- 

7 

39 

l 

13 

13 

2 

1 

100 

State 

1958 

349 

• 

37 

• 

ft 

29 

3 

9 

100 

1959 

321 

ft 

38 

• 

1 

23 

7 

9 

100 

1960 

308 

i 

32 

- 

6 

30 

3 

6 

100 

1961 

312 

3 

32 

1 

11 

23 

4 

4 

100 

1962 

8 

33 

2 

12 

19 

3 

3 

100 

8  Less  than  0.3  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  7.  Georgias  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  counties  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

Oins 

1961 

G Innings 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Delta- 

pine 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Other 

y 

Total 

1,000 

Number 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

District  1 

Bartow 

8 

12.5 

- 

35 

1 

- 

8 

56 

- 

100 

Carroll 

5 

1.5 

- 

72 

- 

- 

14 

14 

- 

100 

Coweta 

3 

4.0 

- 

25 

- 

- 

29 

46 

- 

100 

Floyd 

5 

3.6 

5 

71 

- 

- 

4 

19 

1 

100 

Franklin 

6 

2.9 

- 

56 

- 

- 

3 

41 

- 

100 

Gordon 

5 

4.2 

1 

19 

1 

- 

10 

69 

- 

100 

Hart 

6 

7.1 

- 

48 

- 

- 

28 

24 

- 

100 

Jackson 

7 

2.7 

- 

9 

64 

- 

- 

22 

5 

100 

Jasper 

3 

2.2 

- 

16 

4 

72 

8 

- 

- 

100 

Madison 

4 

7.6 

- 

64 

35 

- 

- 

1 

- 

100 

Meriwether 

5 

5.7 

- 

54 

- 

- 

29 

- 

17 

100 

Morgan 

7 

10.0 

4 

47 

13 

- 

28 

8 

- 

100 

Pike 

3 

4.7 

- 

62 

- 

- 

- 

38 

- 

100 

Polk 

3 

2.7 

- 

20 

1 

- 

7 

72 

- 

100 

Walton 

7 

11.1 

- 

73 

1 

2 

19 

2 

3 

100 

All  Other 

42 

51.6 

3 

54 

1 

1 

8 

33 

• 

100 

Total 

119 

134.1 

2 

50 

5 

2 

12 

28 

1 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Plains 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

District  2 

Brooks 

4 

6.8 

11 

53 

4 

11 

16 

5 

- 

100 

Calhoun 

3 

6.3 

9 

79 

1 

5 

6 

- 

* 

100 

Colquitt 

8 

19.3 

18 

44 

2 

8 

15 

12 

1 

100 

Crisp 

4 

14.7 

- 

59 

- 

17 

16 

4 

4 

100 

Dodge 

5 

6.9 

1 

67 

2 

- 

25 

4 

1 

100 

Dooly 

8 

19.5 

1 

64 

6 

12 

1 

8 

8 

100 

Irwin 

3 

4.4 

32 

31 

- 

1 

34 

1 

1 

100 

Macon 

5 

10.4 

22 

47 

2 

12 

2 

- 

15 

100 

Mitchell 

4 

7.4 

17 

49 

- 

7 

24 

2 

1 

100 

Pulaski 

4 

9.4 

4 

52 

10 

9 

6 

14 

5 

100 

Sumter 

3 

11.6 

27 

22 

15 

13 

3 

18 

2 

100 

Taylor 

5 

10.7 

1 

45 

- 

2 

52 

- 

100 

Terrell 

4 

12.3 

5 

60 

1 

1 

11 

11 

11 

100 

Thomas 

4 

2.4 

23 

50 

- 

2 

14 

9 

2 

100 

Tift 

4 

8.0 

30 

34 

- 

18 

16 

2 

100 

Turner 

4 

8.9 

23 

56 

- 

5 

11 

5 

“ 

100 

Wilcox 

4 

8.1 

26 

40 

1 

19 

9 

4 

1 

100 

Worth 

5 

9.2 

14 

38 

- 

7 

32 

6 

3 

100 

All  Other 

32 

50.4 

11 

56 

1 

9 

14 

5 

4 

100 

Total 

113 

226.7 

13 

49 

3 

9 

15 

6 

5 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Plains 

Wannamaker 

All-in-one 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

District  3 

Bulloch 

5 

10.9 

5 

68 

3 

19 

2 

- 

3 

100 

Burke 

Candler 

13 

3 

31.0 

4.5 

2 

57 

67 

16 

33 

23 

- 

- 

2 

100 

100 

Emanuel 

5 

7.6 

1 

49 

12 

35 

3 

• 

100 

Jefferson 

8 

15.9 

3 

41 

34 

19 

2 

1 

100 

Johnson 

4 

7.3 

26 

54 

8 

12 

” 

100 

Laurens 

7 

15.6 

24 

46 

13 

5 

12 

100 

Screven 

5 

12.0 

5 

81 

11 

3 

- 

“ 

100 

Toombs 

4 

5.7 

2 

81 

6 

6 

5 

100 

Washington 

5 

11.4 

17 

66 

5 

10 

2 

“ 

100 

100 

All  Other 

19 

29.1 

4 

58 

17 

15 

4 

2 

Total 

78 

151.0 

7 

59 

15 

15 

2 

i 

i 

100 

*  Less  than  0 

5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages 

planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified 
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Table  8,  Alabama!  Eatlmated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  apeolfled 
aarletlea,  by  dlatrlota  and  atate,  1958-62. 


Dlatrlet 

and 

State 

Olnnlnga 

Auburn 

36 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Delta- 

pine 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Plalna 

Rex 

Other 

V 

1,000 

balea 

Peroent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Dlatrlet  1 

1958 

220 

• 

11 

• 

23 

1 

42 

9 

- 

12 

1959 

406 

1 

11 

- 

20 

11 

40 

11 

- 

6 

1960 

398 

9 

11 

• 

14 

18 

44 

7 

- 

8 

1961 

323 

10 

13 

1 

8 

26 

32 

4 

1 

3 

1962 

- 

7 

3 

3 

8 

30 

33 

2 

7 

3 

Dlatrlet  2 

1958 

136 

2 

31 

m 

26 

4 

7 

7 

a> 

3 

1959 

180 

4 

30 

• 

18 

13 

3 

8 

- 

2 

1960 

202 

10 

42 

. 

11 

21 

9 

6 

• 

1 

1961 

173 

17 

34 

9 

4 

33 

6 

3 

9 

1 

1962 

- 

26 

30 

9 

3 

29 

3 

4 

l 

9 

Dlatrlet  3 

1958 

86 

3 

39 

.a 

2 

• 

3 

23 

8 

1959 

129 

2 

53 

• 

2 

1 

7 

26 

9 

1960 

156 

14 

52 

• 

2 

1 

3 

20 

8 

1961 

123 

24 

32 

9 

1 

3 

4 

10 

4 

1962 

- 

21 

38 

1 

1 

7 

2 

7 

3 

State 

1958 

442 

1 

33 

21 

2 

26 

11 

• 

8 

1959 

713 

2 

31 

• 

16 

9 

23 

13 

- 

8 

1960 

736 

6 

26 

• 

11 

16 

28 

9 

• 

4 

1961 

621 

13 

23 

9 

6 

24 

19 

6 

l 

4 

1962 

13 

22 

2 

6 

23 

19 

3 

4 

4 

•  Leaa  than  0.3  peroent, 

1/  Inoludaa  amall  aoreagea  planted  to  aarletlea  other  than  thoae  apeolfled. 


Total 


Percent 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 
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Table  9.  Alabama!  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  oountles  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

01ns 

1961 

Oinnlngs 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

DeKalb 

Delta- 

pine 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Rex 

Other 

y 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Distrlot  1 

Blount 

7 

5.8 

14 

4 

28 

40 

14 

. 

• 

100 

Cherokee 

14 

20.9 

22 

5 

- 

- 

38 

29 

- 

6 

100 

Colbert 

8 

19.8 

7 

- 

- 

25 

24 

29 

3 

12 

100 

Cullman 

22 

21.1 

5 

1 

2 

1 

54 

12 

5 

20 

100 

De  Kalb 

27 

21.0 

1 

26 

1 

- 

54 

8 

7 

3 

100 

Etowah 

6 

3.3 

- 

16 

7 

- 

51 

25 

- 

1 

100 

Franklin 

7 

11.4 

15 

- 

- 

- 

42 

17 

- 

26 

100 

Jackson 

12 

10.7 

2 

1 

- 

2 

60 

32 

• 

3 

100 

Lauderdale 

15 

22.7 

34 

- 

- 

21 

9 

33 

3 

- 

100 

Lawrence 

15 

40.9 

4 

- 

- 

15 

39 

31 

1 

10 

100 

Limestone 

20 

46.0 

2 

- 

6 

14 

9 

51 

18 

- 

100 

Madison 

24 

47.4 

- 

9 

1 

2 

8 

64 

5 

11 

100 

Marlon 

4 

8.6 

3 

2 

- 

30 

40 

15 

2 

8 

100 

Marshall 

20 

16.6 

3 

13 

19 

- 

37 

15 

5 

8 

100 

Morgan 

14 

22.8 

10 

9 

5 

4 

20 

13 

32 

7 

100 

Winston 

4 

4.3 

11 

3 

- 

- 

77 

9 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

219 

323.3 

7 

5 

3 

8 

30 

33 

7 

7 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Plains 

Rex 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  2 

Autauga 

5 

5.6 

82 

18 

- 

- 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Calhoun 

5 

4.5 

21 

4 

- 

30 

4 

41 

- 

- 

100 

Chambers 

3 

5.5 

2 

37 

4 

57 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Chilton 

3 

4.7 

18 

61 

4 

6 

5 

6 

- 

- 

100 

Clay 

4 

.6 

- 

67 

- 

6 

25 

2 

- 

- 

100 

Dallas 

9 

21.2 

23 

46 

2 

6 

20 

3 

- 

- 

100 

Elmore 

5 

11.5 

28 

54 

- 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Fayette 

5 

9.0 

13 

- 

3 

61 

6 

17 

- 

- 

100 

Hale 

7 

11.2 

40 

6 

13 

31 

1 

8 

1 

- 

100 

Lamar 

4 

5.5 

13 

4 

7 

44 

- 

7 

- 

25 

100 

Lownde  s 

5 

5.4 

46 

52 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

100 

Macon 

5 

12.4 

41 

43 

- 

12 

1 

- 

- 

3 

100 

Marengo 

5 

7.2 

7 

35 

1 

54 

- 

3 

- 

100 

Montgomery 

5 

7.9 

42 

48 

1 

6 

1 

2 

- 

100 

Perry 

5 

6.3 

12 

6 

12 

65 

2 

- 

- 

3 

100 

Pickens 

9 

8.7 

1 

2 

10 

83 

- 

- 

- 

4 

100 

Randolph 

4 

2.6 

7 

39 

- 

40 

7 

7 

- 

- 

100 

Russell 

5 

7.8 

6 

63 

- 

30 

1 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Shelby 

3 

5.4 

68 

14 

13 

- 

5 

- 

- 

100 

Sumter 

4 

4.1 

29 

29 

21 

11 

1 

- 

9 

100 

Tuscaloosa 

4 

8.2 

9 

4 

33 

42 

0 

- 

- 

4 

100 

All  Other 

17 

17.4 

30 

29 

1 

29 

4 

1 

4 

2 

100 

Total 

121 

172.7 

26 

30 

5 

• 

29 

5 

4 

1 

0 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Plains 

Wannamaker 

All-in-one 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  3 

Barbour 

4 

6.6 

9 

72 

. 

- 

13 

6 

- 

- 

100 

Bullock 

3 

3.3 

2 

97 

- 

- 

- 

« 

- 

i 

100 

Butler 

3 

4.4 

18 

54 

3 

11 

1 

3 

9 

i 

100 

Coffee 

3 

5.4 

20 

41 

7 

3 

11 

10 

8 

- 

100 

Conecuh 

4 

4.6 

26 

57 

- 

9 

2 

5 

1 

- 

100 

Covington 

4 

8.1 

19 

55 

- 

11 

- 

3 

5 

7 

100 

Crenshaw 

4 

5.1 

28 

58 

1 

- 

5 

7 

1 

* 

100 

Dale 

3 

3.5 

13 

84 

- 

1 

- 

2 

- 

100 

Escambia 

3 

8.6 

2 

89 

1 

- 

2 

3 

1 

2 

100 

Geneva 

9 

17.2 

30 

47 

1 

1 

2 

9 

10 

- 

100 

Henry 

5 

9.0 

20 

43 

3 

15 

1 

17 

1 

100 

Houston 

8 

15.2 

26 

42 

- 

15 

1 

8 

2 

6 

100 

Monroe 

7 

11.7 

12 

76 

- 

5 

- 

7 

«* 

- 

100 

Pike 

6 

6.2 

56 

21 

- 

19 

2 

2 

100 

Wilcox 

5 

5.1 

24 

58 

2 

13 

- 

3 

“ 

100 

All  Other 

1 

10.7 

8 

78 

5 

1 

- 

8 

100 

Total 

72 

124.7 

21 

58 

1 

7 

2 

7 

3 

1 

100 

*  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  10.  niselaslpplf  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  districts  and  state,  1950-02. 


District 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Coker 

100 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Pox 

Rex 

3 tone - 

vllle 

Other 

V 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

feroent 

Percent 

Pe roent 

peroent 

percent 

Peroent 

peroent 

Peroent 

peroent 

Peroent 

Dlstrlot  1 

1950 

015 

0 

3 

79 

• 

1 

3 

. 

2 

2 

100 

1959 

1,010 

3 

9 

70 

3 

3 

3 

- 

3 

4 

100 

1900 

959 

2 

0 

34 

31 

i 

11 

2 

0 

3 

100 

1901 

1,002 

1 

3 

20 

02 

1 

3 

1 

4 

3 

100 

1902 

- 

1 

3 

12 

03 

1 

4 

2 

0 

4 

100 

Dlstrlot  2 

1950 

223 

3 

2 

70 

a 

• 

a 

• 

0 

7 

100 

1959 

335 

• 

. 

74 

1 

3 

2 

1 

0 

11 

100 

1900 

359 

1 

1 

00 

4 

3 

1 

0 

7 

3 

100 

1901 

302 

2 

• 

30 

20 

0 

2 

10 

10 

0 

100 

1902 

- 

2 

1 

14 

40 

12 

1 

12 

12 

0 

100 

Dlstrlot  3 

1950 

02 

13 

e 

70 

e 

1 

2 

0 

100 

1959 

141 

13 

- 

73 

. 

• 

• 

. 

4 

0 

100 

1900 

140 

12 

- 

09 

3 

1 

1 

2 

0 

0 

100 

1901 

119 

12 

• 

37 

30 

2 

• 

4 

0 

7 

100 

1902 

- 

10 

- 

23 

42 

3 

- 

4 

9 

9 

100 

Dlstrlot  4 

1950 

33 

13 

• 

74 

1 

4 

0 

100 

1959 

eo 

13 

- 

71 

. 

. 

1 

. 

2 

11 

100 

1900 

02 

19 

- 

01 

• 

1 

• 

2 

3 

14 

100 

1901 

46 

19 

- 

43 

17 

3 

1 

1 

1 

13 

100 

1902 

- 

23 

* 

32 

23 

4 

- 

1 

3 

12 

100 

State 

1950 

955 

3 

3 

79 

• 

1 

3 

. 

2 

7 

100 

1959 

1.352 

2 

0 

71 

2 

3 

4 

1 

4 

7 

100 

1900 

1,520 

3 

4 

40 

21 

2 

7 

3 

7 

7 

100 

1901 

1,011 

3 

2 

27 

49 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

100 

* 

3 

2 

14 

30 

4 

3 

4 

9 

3 

100 

•  !<•••  than  0.3  ptronnt. 

1/  Includes  Mall  acreages  planted  to  varieties 
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other  than  those  speolfled 


Table  11.  Mississippi!  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  speolfled 
varieties,  by  counties  and  dlstrlots,  crop  of  1962. 


Distrlot 

and 

Oounty 

Bins 

1961 

Qlnnlngs 

Coker 

100 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Pox 

Hex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

Humber 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Distrlot  1 

Bolivar 

52 

163.1 

- 

- 

11 

78 

5 

2 

0 

4 

100 

Coahoma 

43 

127.6 

- 

- 

4 

75 

- 

2 

12 

7 

100 

Holmes 

19 

52.2 

2 

1 

7 

78 

1 

- 

8 

3 

100 

Humphreys 

16 

50.8 

- 

28 

- 

62 

- 

• 

10 

- 

100 

Issaquena 

3 

10.3 

- 

- 

- 

65 

28 

- 

2 

5 

100 

Leflore 

29 

98.1 

6 

- 

18 

51 

1 

- 

23 

1 

100 

Quitman 

22 

71.0 

• 

- 

6 

41 

18 

9 

20 

6 

100 

Sharkey 

15 

37.7 

3 

3 

- 

03 

3 

• 

6 

2 

100 

Sunflower 

39 

153.2 

- 

- 

36 

52 

1 

1 

2 

0 

100 

Tallahatohle 

24 

64.4 

- 

2 

14 

62 

8 

2 

6 

6 

100 

Tunica 

20 

52.0 

- 

- 

2 

01 

- 

1 

- 

16 

100 

Washington 

41 

112.6 

- 

- 

- 

77 

6 

- 

14 

3 

100 

Yaxoo 

13 

54.8 

6 

23 

12 

50 

- 

. 

8 

1 

100 

All  Other 

2 

4.0 

- 

30 

40 

- 

- 

30 

- 

100 

Total 

338 

1,060.6 

1 

3 

12 

65 

4 

2 

6 

5 

100 

Ooker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Hex 

Stone- 

Yille 

Other 

V 

Total 

Distrlot  2 

Alcorn 

5 

12.9 

- 

13 

7 

59 

6 

7 

2 

6 

100 

Benton 

5 

12.1 

- 

8 

43 

6 

8 

2 

32 

1 

100 

Calhoun 

8 

14.7 

1 

1 

35 

4 

- 

8 

46 

5 

100 

Chickasaw 

8 

19.3 

1 

12 

22 

10 

1 

10 

40 

4 

100 

De  Soto 

15 

32.4 

5 

8 

51 

2 

9 

21 

3 

1 

100 

Orenada 

5 

12.0 

- 

8 

63 

4 

. 

. 

21 

4 

100 

Itawamba 

5 

7.0 

1 

14 

36 

17 

3 

15 

14 

0 

100 

Lafayette 

4 

11.6 

• 

23 

51 

. 

. 

12 

12 

2 

100 

Lee 

12 

24.3 

- 

11 

44 

15 

- 

24 

3 

3 

100 

Marshall 

16 

36.4 

1 

6 

66 

2 

2 

7 

6 

10 

100 

Nonroe 

12 

24.3 

- 

11 

68 

6 

• 

3 

1 

11 

100 

Panola 

19 

55.2 

3 

21 

41 

- 

1 

10 

20 

4 

100 

Pontotoo 

8 

20.4 

- 

9 

14 

33 

- 

32 

4 

8 

100 

Prentiss 

9 

17.2 

4 

8 

25 

56 

0 

2 

1 

4 

100 

Tate 

8 

31.9 

2 

36 

37 

2 

1 

3 

15 

4 

100 

Tippah 

8 

20.0 

2 

17 

22 

31 

4 

22 

1 

1 

100 

Tishomingo 

4 

6.7 

- 

45 

12 

23 

4 

5 

6 

5 

100 

Onion 

6 

11.3 

1 

- 

28 

25 

1 

38 

4 

3 

100 

Talobusha 

3 

11.7 

- 

- 

67 

1 

- 

10 

14 

8 

100 

Total 

160 

382.2 

2 

14 

40 

12 

2 

12 

12 

6 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Empire 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

y 

Total 

Distrlot  3 

Attala 

6 

7.7 

8 

0 

43 

26 

5 

5 

3 

2 

100 

Carroll 

5 

12.5 

- 

10 

11 

74 

- 

- 

- 

5 

100 

Olay 

5 

5.6 

1 

- 

5 

83 

4 

- 

6 

1 

100 

Hind  8 

8 

11.5 

5 

4 

54 

34 

- 

- 

3 

- 

100 

Kemper 

3 

1.6 

9 

10 

19 

56 

i 

5 

- 

- 

100 

Lauderdale 

3 

1.1 

4 

50 

37 

- 

9 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Leake 

5 

7.6 

4 

42 

9 

37 

4 

3 

- 

1 

100 

Lowndes 

7 

9.8 

4 

2 

7 

66 

- 

5 

- 

16 

100 

Madison 

12 

17.7 

3 

7 

18 

25 

5 

4 

37 

1 

100 

Montgomery 

5 

7.9 

- 

2 

14 

73 

1 

1 

7 

2 

100 

Noxubee 

5 

6.6 

3 

- 

25 

56 

- 

4 

2 

10 

100 

Scott 

5 

3.2 

22 

7 

50 

- 

12 

- 

- 

9 

100 

Webster 

5 

7.3 

6 

- 

13 

66 

1 

- 

11 

3 

100 

Winston 

4 

7.6 

• 

27 

32 

19 

8 

2 

2 

10 

100 

All  Other 

6 

11.7 

2 

14 

27 

14 

5 

22 

14 

2 

100 

Total 

84 

119.4 

4 

10 

23 

42 

3 

4 

9 

5 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

y 

Total 

Distrlot  4 

Jknlte 

5 

1.8 

12 

1 

54 

23 

- 

3 

7 

- 

100 

Copiah 

5 

3.2 

5 

4 

14 

44 

- 

7 

26 

- 

100 

Covington 

4 

3.5 

4 

35 

30 

21 

« 

7 

- 

3 

100 

Jasper 

3 

2.2 

- 

41 

37 

- 

4 

18 

- 

100 

Jefferson  Davis  5 

8.5 

2 

23 

34 

32 

- 

5 

- 

4 

100 

Lawrence 

3 

2.2 

9 

10 

4 

76 

- 

1 

» 

- 

100 

Marlon 

4 

4.5 

9 

22 

21 

28 

4 

10 

4 

2 

100 

Simpson 

4 

2.5 

7 

23 

35 

18 

- 

14 

3 

- 

100 

Walthall 

4 

3.9 

9 

8 

21 

43 

i 

9 

1 

8 

100 

All  Other 

17 

16.1 

1 

29 

40 

9 

ii 

5 

3 

2 

100 

Total 

54 

48.4 

4 

23 

32 

25 

4 

7 

3 

2 

100 

*  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  12.  Tennesseei  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  speolfled 

varieties,  by  dlstrlots  and  state,  1938-62. 


Dlstrlot 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Pox 

Rex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

V 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Dlstrlot  1 

1938 

390 

67 

# 

19 

4 

• 

4 

6 

100 

1939 

398 

64 

3 

• 

20 

3 

1 

3 

6 

100 

1960 

332 

33 

22 

2 

17 

6 

8 

4 

6 

100 

1961 

524 

18 

39 

9 

13 

4 

9 

2 

4 

100 

1962 

- 

10 

33 

28 

13 

3 

7 

3 

3 

100 

Dlstrlot  2 

1938 

21 

26 

37 

3 

m 

14 

100 

1939 

44 

20 

- 

• 

67 

1 

- 

1 

11 

100 

1960 

39 

23 

3 

2 

43 

4 

8 

4 

11 

100 

1961 

26 

2 

10 

• 

73 

• 

- 

- 

13 

100 

1962 

- 

• 

3 

20 

39 

2 

7 

m 

7 

100 

State 

1958 

411 

63 

m 

• 

22 

4 

4 

7 

100 

1959 

642 

62 

2 

• 

23 

3 

1 

3 

6 

100 

1960 

371 

35 

21 

2 

19 

6 

8 

4 

3 

100 

1961 

350 

17 

37 

8 

19 

4 

9 

2 

4 

100 

1962 

• 

10 

31 

28 

13 

3 

7 

3 

3 

100 

Less  than  0.3  peroent. 


i /  Inoludes  small  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  speolfled. 
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Table  13.  Tennessee:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  oountles  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

Gins 

1961 

Olnnings 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Pox 

Rex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

-1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Dlstrlot  1 

Carroll 

13 

22.4 

4 

14 

42 

36 

1 

3 

100 

Chester 

6 

12.3 

28 

20 

35 

2 

• 

15 

m. 

100 

Crockett 

12 

39.0 

11 

32 

41 

9 

1 

0 

1 

5 

100 

Dyer 

17 

34.6 

3 

30 

21 

7 

5 

9 

13 

12 

100 

Payette 

16 

36.8 

10 

35 

28 

5 

2 

6 

12 

2 

100 

Gibson 

20 

57.1 

5 

14 

36 

40 

♦ 

1 

• 

4 

100 

Hardeman 

11 

24.2 

2 

58 

13 

13 

13 

1 

© 

100 

Hardin 

5 

5.1 

41 

5 

26 

5 

5 

11 

• 

1 

100 

Haywood 

19 

46.3 

10 

46 

30 

6 

* 

2 

• 

6 

100 

Henderson 

10 

17.1 

18 

3 

45 

2 

• 

30 

_ 

2 

100 

Henry 

3 

3.2 

1 

18 

22 

37 

7 

_ 

7 

8 

100 

Lake 

10 

24.9 

2 

84 

3 

9 

1 

_ 

1 

100 

Lauderdale 

19 

41.0 

20 

19 

33 

8 

3 

13 

2 

2 

100 

McNalry 

14 

16.8 

21 

26 

38 

1 

7 

4 

• 

3 

100 

Madison 

19 

35.2 

16 

44 

19 

13 

4 

2 

_ 

2 

100 

Obion 

7 

11.3 

5 

28 

45 

11 

_ 

3 

6 

2 

100 

Shelby 

20 

37.4 

2 

50 

15 

9 

6 

14 

1 

3 

100 

Tipton 

19 

50.0 

12 

35 

21 

5 

8 

13 

♦ 

6 

100 

Weakley 

5 

7.5 

5 

4 

36 

52 

_ 

3 

100 

All  Other 

2 

2.4 

5 

16 

41 

26 

- 

12 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

247 

524.6 

10 

33 

28 

13 

3 

7 

3 

3 

100 

Cobalt 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

Pox 

Pope 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

llstrlct  2 

Giles 

4 

3.2 

- 

8 

3 

82 

6 

. 

_ 

1 

100 

Lawrence 

11 

10.8 

6 

_ 

25 

66 

• 

3 

100 

Lincoln 

5 

7.4 

- 

1 

23 

54 

. 

21 

1 

100 

Rutherford 

3 

1.3 

- 

49 

15 

1 

5 

27 

3 

• 

100 

All  Other 

5 

3.0 

- 

9 

13 

59 

4 

8 

5 

2 

100 

Total 

28 

25.7 

3 

5 

20 

59 

2 

2. 

7 

2 

100 

Table  14.  Missouri:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  1958-62. 


Tear 

Olnnings 

Auburn 

56 

Delf os 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Pox 

Rex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

1958 

285 

1 

36 

30 

- 

0 

22 

• 

8 

3 

100 

1959 

514 

5 

35 

26 

2 

. 

18 

4 

7 

3 

100 

1960 

481 

4 

25 

16 

9 

0 

26 

13 

6 

1 

100 

1961 

386 

3 

20 

7 

12 

0 

23 

28 

6 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

4 

14 

2 

15 

2 

15 

36 

9 

3 

100 

Table  15.  Missouri:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  counties,  crop  of  1962. 


County 

01ns 

1961 

Olnnings 

Auburn 

56 

Delf os 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Pox 

Rex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Butler 

9 

17.2 

11 

2 

11 

2 

24 

49 

1 

100 

Dunk In 

35 

89.1 

13 

16 

2 

8 

6 

37 

12 

6 

100 

Mississippi 

14 

27.6 

3 

. 

- 

7 

25 

62 

1 

2 

100 

New  Madrid 

40 

104.4 

1 

27 

1 

13 

22 

19 

9 

8 

100 

Pemiscot 

33 

104.0 

- 

7 

6 

17 

11 

49 

5 

5 

100 

Scott 

10 

16.1 

6 

. 

- 

32 

41 

16 

4 

1 

100 

Stoddard 

12 

26.6 

6 

5 

. 

33 

14 

33 

8 

1 

100 

All  Other 

1 

1.3 

- 

3 

- 

1 

- 

83 

1 

12 

100 

Total 

154 

386.3 

4 

14 

2 

15 

15 

36 

9 

5 

100 

•  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

2 /  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  16.  Arkansas!  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  cpeolfled 
varieties,  by  districts  and  state,  1958-62. 


District 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Delf os 

Delta- 

pin® 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Empire 

7ox 

Rex 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1 ,000 
bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Feroent 

Percent 

District  1 

1950 

17 

4 

58 

11 

9 

1 

9 

26 

100 

1959 

33 

- 

52 

- 

- 

6 

5 

18 

9 

19 

100 

1960 

32 

- 

52 

3 

. 

5 

1 

31 

- 

8 

100 

1961 

28 

• 

30 

21 

- 

2 

2 

40 

9 

5 

100 

1962 

- 

3 

25 

15 

9 

1 

1 

49 

9 

6 

100 

District  2 

1958 

515 

16 

60 

• 

9 

6 

5 

6 

4 

3 

100 

1959 

911 

22 

53 

• 

. 

4 

4 

13 

2 

2 

100 

1960 

788 

18 

29 

10 

9 

3 

5 

31 

2 

2 

100 

1961 

831 

13 

12 

21 

1 

2 

4 

45 

1 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

11 

4 

16 

3 

2 

2 

53 

7 

2 

100 

Dlstrlot  3 

1958 

49 

3 

85 

• 

• 

1 

1 

• 

3 

7 

100 

1959 

89 

5 

61 

2 

- 

2 

• 

8 

14 

8 

100 

1960 

79 

4 

51 

12 

1 

2 

• 

15 

9 

6 

100 

1961 

09 

2 

19 

41 

• 

3 

• 

10 

8 

9 

100 

1962 

- 

4 

7 

45 

• 

2 

- 

20 

16 

6 

100 

District  4 

1958 

343 

25 

66 

as 

• 

• 

1 

2 

3 

3 

100 

1959 

501 

43 

42 

• 

- 

1 

1 

8 

2 

3 

100 

1960 

447 

26 

40 

11 

. 

• 

3 

13 

2 

5 

100 

1961 

512 

29 

22 

20 

- 

• 

3 

13 

1 

4 

100 

1962 

- 

29 

9 

39 

• 

e 

1 

12 

5 

5 

100 

State 

1958 

924 

18 

63 

• 

O 

4 

3 

4 

3 

5 

100 

1959 

1,534 

28 

50 

• 

- 

3 

3 

11 

3 

2 

100 

1960 

1 ,346 

19 

34 

11 

• 

2 

4 

24 

2 

4 

100 

1961 

1,460 

18 

16 

24 

1 

2 

3 

32 

2 

2 

100 

1962 

17 

6 

26 

2 

1 

1 

36 

7 

4 

100 

Less  than  0.5  percent. 


1/  Includes  small  aoreagea  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  epeolfled. 


16 


Table  17.  Arkansas;  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  counties  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

Gins 

1961 

Ginning s 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Fox 

Hibred 

and 

Half  &  Half 

Rex 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bbles 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

District  1 

Faulkner 

3 

5.0 

15 

23 

26 

4 

6 

21 

5 

100 

White 

7 

9.3 

- 

- 

14 

• 

2 

80 

4 

100 

Yell 

3 

7.3 

- 

49 

14 

•» 

34 

3 

100 

All  Other 

8 

6.1 

3 

36 

8 

- 

2 

41 

10 

100 

Total 

21 

27.7 

3 

25 

15 

1 

2 

49 

5 

100 

District  2 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Clay 

22 

41.7 

23 

1 

9 

1 

43 

7 

16 

100 

Craighead 

31 

100.4 

29 

1 

12 

1 

41 

12 

4 

100 

Crittenden 

43 

97.2 

m 

2 

14 

• 

69 

5 

10 

100 

Cross 

19 

39.6 

13 

5 

11 

mm 

66 

1 

4 

100 

Greene 

17 

38.9 

14 

- 

14 

m 

46 

12 

14 

100 

Jackson 

18 

55.9 

- 

2 

19 

25 

47 

7 

100 

Lawrence 

9 

21.3 

3 

1 

7 

- 

65 

6 

18 

100 

Mississippi 

63 

202.8 

7 

2 

7 

69 

10 

5 

100 

Poinsett 

26 

104.8 

15 

6 

31 

1 

44 

1 

2 

100 

Randolph 

7 

12.2 

- 

32 

16 

50 

mm 

2 

100 

St.  Francis 

28 

74.6 

13 

16 

17 

3 

41 

7 

3 

100 

Woodruff 

i2 

42.1 

- 

14 

48 

- 

34 

- 

4 

100 

Total 

295 

831.5 

11 

4 

16 

3 

53 

7 

6 

100 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Empire 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  3 

Ashley 

10 

33.6 

4 

1 

45 

. 

11 

35 

4 

100 

Columbia 

4 

3.1 

- 

- 

5 

7 

85 

- 

3 

100 

Drew 

5 

11.5 

19 

4 

47 

OB 

9 

13 

8 

100 

Hempstead 

6 

3.6 

- 

- 

40 

o> 

51 

B. 

9 

100 

Lafayette 

4 

13.4 

- 

12 

70 

13 

- 

5 

100 

Miller 

4 

5.6 

- 

22 

68 

• 

5 

mm 

5 

100 

All  Other 

14 

18.3 

- 

12 

28 

8 

38 

3 

11 

100 

Total 

47 

89.1 

4 

7 

45 

2 

20 

16 

6 

100 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Fox 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

District  4 

Arkansas 

6 

9.9 

5 

22 

23 

2 

40 

2 

6 

100 

Chicot 

11 

34.9 

7 

8 

69 

4 

2 

4 

6 

100 

Desha 

15 

50.6 

72 

2 

19 

- 

1 

2 

4 

100 

Jefferson 

32 

83.0 

30 

11 

43 

2 

4 

- 

10 

100 

Lee 

18 

62.9 

7 

11 

24 

- 

35 

23 

- 

100 

Lincoln 

10 

36.7 

10 

18 

50 

- 

2 

- 

20 

100 

Lonoke 

21 

71.8 

95 

- 

1 

- 

1 

2 

1 

100 

Monroe 

13 

45.1 

1 

5 

72 

- 

13 

- 

9 

100 

Phillips 

40 

97.6 

1 

12 

63 

1 

16 

3 

4 

100 

Prairie 

3 

8.5 

3 

29 

29 

- 

32 

- 

7 

100 

Pulaski 

10 

10.9 

37 

- 

2 

- 

39 

11 

11 

100 

Total 

179 

511.9 

29 

9 

39 

1 

12 

5 

5 

100 

y 


Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  18.  Loulelenat  Eatlmated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  apeolfled 
rarletlee,  by  dlatrlote  and  etate,  1038-62. 


Dlatrlot 

and 

State 

0  Inning* 

Auburn 

36 

Delta- 

pine 

DPI. 

Smooth 

Leaf 

fox 

Stardel 

fltono- 

Tin# 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

balea 

Peroent 

Feroent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Dlatrlot  1 

1038 

72 

2 

03 

• 

an 

2 

• 

1 

100 

1030 

133 

1 

02 

- 

1 

3 

am 

3 

100 

1060 

126 

2 

84 

3 

• 

3 

• 

6 

100 

1061 

103 

3 

30 

33 

3 

3 

1 

1 

100 

1062 

- 

3 

20 

37 

2 

2 

3 

• 

100 

Dlatrlot  2 

1038 

3 

.. 

87 

• 

a. 

1 

« 

12 

100 

1030 

3 

. 

80 

a. 

• 

• 

m 

20 

ioo 

1060 

2 

A 

38 

- 

• 

• 

m 

38 

100 

1061 

1 

30 

21 

- 

• 

m 

m 

40 

100 

1062 

- 

26 

28 

m 

as 

l 

43 

100 

Dlatrlot  3 

1038 

133 

• 

72 

m 

l 

1 

2 

4 

100 

1030 

260 

m 

01 

• 

2 

a. 

1 

8 

100 

1060 

260 

- 

82 

11 

2 

- 

2 

3 

100 

1061 

276 

• 

43 

46 

• 

• 

3 

0 

100 

1062 

- 

1 

21 

64 

4 

• 

0 

1 

100 

Dlatrlot  4 

1038 

63 

m 

87 

• 

• 

• 

11 

2 

100 

1030 

01 

l 

80 

- 

♦ 

• 

10 

- 

100 

1060 

00 

m 

00 

• 

1 

• 

7 

2 

100 

1061 

03 

m 

20 

60 

• 

l 

0 

1 

100 

1062 

- 

• 

21 

63 

0 

- 

13 

1 

100 

State 

1030 

203 

• 

02 

. 

1 

l 

3 

3 

100 

1030 

487 

*e 

00 

- 

1 

l 

3 

3 

100 

1060 

406 

• 

84 

7 

l 

l 

2 

3 

100 

1061 

473 

2 

41 

43 

3 

2 

3 

2 

100 

1062 

* 

2 

23 

61 

3 

1 

0 

1 

100 

•  Lea*  than  0.3  percent. 

1/  Inoludee  aaall  aoreagee  planted  to  varletlee  other  than  thoee  apeolfled. 
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Table  19.  Louisiana:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  parishes  and  districts,  crop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

Parish 

Oins 

1961 

0 Innings 

Auburn 

56 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Fox 

Stardel 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

District  1 

Bossier 

9 

16.0 

2 

26 

5i6 

2 

8 

3 

3 

100 

Caddo 

12 

32.7 

3 

45 

51 

1 

- 

• 

- 

100 

Natchitoches 

10 

19.0 

7 

23 

67 

- 

- 

2 

1 

100 

Rapides 

12 

24.5 

8 

19 

53 

5 

- 

15 

- 

100 

Red  River 

5 

8.1 

1 

23 

64 

2 

7 

- 

3 

100 

All  Other 

4 

5.1 

- 

- 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

52 

105.4 

5 

29 

57 

2 

2 

5 

0 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

— 

Total 

District  2 

Total 

4 

.8 

26 

9 

28 

36 

1 

0 

■B 

100 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Fox 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

V 

Total 

District  3 

Catahoula 

4 

6.9 

- 

• 

71 

13 

• 

14 

2 

100 

Concordia 

6 

9.2 

1 

- 

24 

35 

- 

40 

- 

100 

East  Carroll 

10 

36.4 

3 

- 

- 

79 

4 

12 

2 

100 

Franklin 

17 

46.5 

- 

- 

16 

65 

- 

18 

1 

100 

Madison 

7 

15.7 

2 

- 

32 

60 

4 

2 

- 

100 

Morehouse 

11 

39.7 

1 

- 

8 

82 

6 

2 

1 

100 

Ouachita 

5 

17.2 

1 

- 

6 

90 

1 

2 

- 

100 

Richland 

17 

48.9 

1 

1 

35 

56 

- 

7 

- 

100 

Tensas 

7 

18.8 

5 

4 

42 

38 

5 

4 

2 

100 

West  Carroll 

11 

28.1 

1 

- 

24 

59 

9 

3 

4 

100 

All  Other 

2 

8.8 

2 

- 

15 

55 

25 

1 

2 

100 

Total 

97 

276.2 

1 

1 

21 

64 

4 

9 

100 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Fox 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

— 

Total 

District  4 

Acadia 

4 

7.4 

- 

40 

58 

- 

1 

1 

- 

100 

Avoyelles 

12 

19.8 

- 

26 

67 

1 

5 

1 

- 

100 

Evangeline 

12 

14.1 

- 

1 

96 

- 

2 

1 

- 

100 

Lafayette 

8 

8.1 

- 

12 

85 

- 

3 

- 

- 

100 

Pointe  Coupee 

5 

4.0 

- 

- 

69 

- 

31 

- 

- 

100 

St .  Landry 

25 

31.8 

- 

24 

51 

- 

24 

1 

- 

100 

St.  Martin 

3 

2.5 

- 

14 

39 

1 

43 

3 

- 

100 

All  Other 

6 

5.3 

3 

49 

38 

- 

10 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

75 

93.0 

+ 

21 

65 

« 

13 

1 

100 

•  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  20.  Oklahomai  Bstimated  peroentage  of  ootton  aoreage  planted  to  speolfled 
varieties,  by  dlstrlots  and  state,  1950-62. 


Dlstrlot 

and 

State 

Olnnlngs 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Oregg 

Lank art 

Northern 

Star 

Parrot 

Stone- 

ville 

Western 

Storm¬ 

proof 

Other 

y 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Dlstrlot  1 

1958 

250 

• 

- 

. 

59 

13 

7 

1 

10 

10 

100 

1959 

295 

• 

- 

1 

54 

10 

0 

• 

16 

11 

100 

1960 

363 

1 

- 

- 

48 

21 

7 

• 

16 

7 

100 

1961 

296 

1 

- 

2 

61 

13 

7 

1 

5 

10 

100 

1962 

“ 

- 

2 

3 

60 

16 

4 

• 

3 

12 

100 

Dlatrlot  2 

1950 

22 

40 

• 

13 

5 

2 

37 

• 

3 

100 

1959 

30 

34 

- 

6 

3 

0 

42 

• 

7 

100 

1960 

37 

27 

• 

11 

8 

12 

37 

• 

5 

100 

1961 

26 

28 

- 

15 

4 

11 

38 

• 

4 

100 

1962 

6 

21 

21 

3 

9 

33 

1 

6 

100 

Dlstrlot  3 

1958 

36 

22 

. 

36 

3 

9 

16 

• 

14 

100 

1959 

<6 

17 

- 

- 

35 

2 

13 

15 

2 

16 

100 

1960 

54 

14 

- 

- 

33 

7 

21 

6 

- 

19 

100 

1961 

44 

11 

- 

1 

43 

5 

16 

12 

• 

12 

100 

1962 

- 

13 

1 

3 

35 

6 

17 

9 

- 

16 

100 

State 

1958 

300 

5 

. 

- 

53 

11 

7 

5 

8 

11 

100, 

1959 

379 

5 

- 

1 

48 

8 

9 

5 

13 

11 

100 

1960 

454 

5 

- 

- 

42 

10 

9 

5 

12 

9 

100 

1961 

366 

5 

- 

2 

54 

12 

9 

6 

4 

8 

100 

1962 

- 

2 

3 

3 

52 

14 

6 

4 

3 

13 

100 

•  Lees  than  0.5  peroent. 

1 /  Include*  email  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  speolfled. 
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Table  21,  Oklahoma!  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified 

varieties,  by  oounties  and  districts,  orop  of  1962. 


District 

and 

County 

(Jins 

1961 

Qinnings 

Austin 

Gregg 

Lank  art 

Northern 

Star 

Parrot 

Pay¬ 

master 

Western 

Storm¬ 

proof 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Peroent 

Percent 

District  1 

Beckham 

12 

23.4 

- 

6 

46 

5 

7 

25 

11 

100 

Blaine 

5 

3.7 

- 

- 

46 

28 

12 

mm 

8 

6 

100 

Caddo 

16 

26.8 

- 

- 

63 

12 

16 

mm 

mo 

9 

100 

Comanche 

3 

2.5 

- 

- 

23 

36 

36 

mm 

mm 

5 

100 

Cotton 

3 

4.7 

- 

1 

51 

5 

30 

mm 

mm 

13 

100 

Custer 

4 

7.0 

- 

- 

93 

1 

«. 

mm 

3 

3 

100 

Greer 

7 

22.8 

■a 

- 

73 

10 

3 

mm 

mm 

14 

100 

Harmon 

8 

27.7 

- 

17 

38 

36 

mm 

1 

mm 

8 

100 

Jackson 

15 

58.7 

14 

- 

29 

36 

mm 

7 

3 

11 

100 

Kiowa 

9 

33.1 

3 

- 

84 

9 

mm 

1 

3 

100 

Roger  Mills 

3 

5.0 

- 

12 

17 

8 

4 

11 

32 

16 

100 

Tillman 

13 

48.0 

2 

- 

73 

5 

6 

8 

6 

100 

Washita 

11 

30.8 

- 

5 

85 

2 

mm 

8 

100 

All  Other 

1 

2.9 

- 

- 

93 

- 

- 

m 

3 

4 

100 

Total 

110 

297.1 

3 

3 

60 

16 

4 

3 

3 

8 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Lank  art 

Northern 

Star 

Parrot 

Stone- 

ville 

Watson 

Other 

V 

Total 

District  2 

Canadian 

5 

4.7 

72 

2 

10 

8 

8 

100 

Logan 

3 

1.3 

5 

- 

67 

• 

• 

23 

• 

5 

100 

Muskogee 

7 

8.4 

10 

42 

1 

1 

2 

37 

• 

7 

100 

Wagoner 

3 

2.1 

5 

70 

2 

• 

- 

19 

- 

4 

100 

All  Other 

13 

9.2 

5 

5 

13 

6 

16 

45 

4 

6 

100 

Total 

31 

25.7 

6 

21 

21 

3 

9 

33 

2 

5 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

Gregg 

Lankart 

Lockett 

Northern 

Star 

Parrot 

Stone - 

ville 

Other 

V 

Total 

District  3 

Bryan 

4 

7.0 

4 

• 

18 

26 

- 

49 

- 

3 

100 

Qrady 

8 

9.5 

- 

- 

93 

- 

- 

2 

1 

4 

100 

Jefferson 

4 

6.8 

- 

14 

20 

11 

18 

20 

8 

9 

100 

All  Other 

11 

20.3 

26 

1 

22 

9 

6 

12 

15 

9 

100 

Total 

27 

43.6 

13 

3 

35 

10 

6 

17 

9 

7 

100 

1/  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Table  22.  Texas:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified  varieties,  by  districts  and  state 


1 

4» 

£ 

42 
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§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

88888 
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§§§§§ 

§§§§§ 

§§88§ 

8 

4) 

c 

£ 

£ 
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Table  23.  Texas:  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  specified  varieties, 
by  counties  and  districts f  crop  of  1962  -  continued. 


District 

and 

Countj 

01ns 

1961 

Q innings 

DPL 

Smooth 

leaf 

Delta- 

pine 

Hlbred 

and 

Half  4  Half 

Lankart 

|  Lockett 

Northern 

Star 

qualla 

j  Rex 

8tone- 

vllls 

Other 

y 

Total 

Number 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

District  S 

Brasos 

8 

21.2 

56 

32 

m 

«,  _ 

7 

5 

100 

Orlaes 

6 

7.7 

70 

- 

. 

m 

. 

• 

8 

10 

12 

100 

Harrison 

3 

.3 

66 

26 

• 

• 

_ 

• 

2 

- 

4 

100 

Hopkins 

4 

3.3 

- 

. 

• 

89 

. 

4 

2 

2 

. 

3 

100 

Houston 

5 

3.1 

34 

23 

• 

« 

. 

• 

• 

4 

5 

12 

100 

Red  River 

4 

6.7 

- 

• 

• 

40 

6 

3 

8 

39 

- 

2 

100 

Robertson 

8 

31.9 

50 

36 

. 

• 

_ 

. 

3 

9 

100 

All  Other 

29 

22.6 

25 

23 

3 

22 

1 

13 

2 

3 

i 

3 

100 

Total 

67 

99.0 

42 

23 

1 

11 

1 

4 

1 

3 

4 

6 

100 

Ac  ala 

1517BR 

Aoala 

151 7C 

Ac  ala 

151 7D 

Del 

Cerro 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Lankart 

P  lma 

8-1 

Pima 

3-2 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  6 

K1  Paso 

22 

94.0 

• 

46 

22 

9 

11 

19 

d 

2 

100 

Hudspeth 

7 

29.9 

- 

28 

59 

1 

i 

• 

4 

4 

1 

2 

100 

Pecos 

9 

48.0 

4 

50 

2 

13 

i 

17 

• 

. 

7 

6 

100 

Reeves 

20 

119.7 

2 

38 

7 

1 

7 

11 

. 

5 

27 

2 

100 

All  Other 

5 

16.9 

12 

43 

20 

• 

4 

8 

- 

- 

6 

7 

100 

Total 

63 

300.5 

2 

41 

17 

3 

3 

7 

4 

9 

11 

3 

100 

Gregg 

Lankart 

Pay¬ 

master 

quail a 

TPS  A 

Western 

Stormproof 

Other 

y 

— — 

.... 

— — 

Total 

District  7 

McCulloch 

6 

3.6 

4 

1 

90 

3 

100 

Tom  Green 

7 

33.4 

. 

60 

- 

6 

6 

28 

. 

_ 

• 

- 

100 

All  Other 

5 

17.7 

3 

17 

3 

9 

6 

60 

2 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

18 

58.7 

1 

41 

1 

6 

6 

44 

1 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Anton 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Lankart 

Northern 

Star 

Stone- 

vllle 

Storm 

King 

TPSA 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  8 

Austin 

13 

3.4 

2 

24 

14 

ii 

18 

_ 

31 

100 

Bastrop 

3 

1.8 

42 

. 

6 

4 

35 

. 

. 

• 

- 

13 

100 

Bee 

4 

5.1 

2 

. 

_ 

66 

6 

• 

18 

. 

8 

100 

Burleson 

7 

23.8 

- 

. 

36 

45 

1 

am 

7 

• 

ii 

100 

Caldwell 

5 

4.2 

45 

. 

2 

_ 

8 

m 

• 

20 

23 

100 

Colorado 

3 

3.9 

36 

. 

• 

12 

16 

24 

• 

e. 

12 

100 

De  Witt 

3 

1.8 

- 

as 

- 

. 

67 

13 

. 

. 

- 

20 

100 

Fayette 

9 

3.2 

14 

- 

3 

3 

37 

a 

• 

as 

- 

41 

100 

Ouadulupe 

3 

2.6 

- 

- 

• 

• 

36 

• 

e. 

_ 

44 

100 

Hays 

4 

1.6 

3 

. 

• 

46 

_ 

3 

9 

39 

100 

Karnes 

5 

3.7 

23 

• 

. 

• 

36 

. 

e. 

3 

12 

2 

100 

Lavaca 

10 

7.7 

12 

- 

2 

. 

63 

1 

1 

8 

. 

13 

100 

Lee 

3 

1.7 

17 

. 

• 

• 

32 

_ 

. 

. 

- 

31 

100 

Wueces 

29 

90.3 

- 

42 

. 

2 

3 

4 

39 

.e 

4 

6 

100 

Refugio 

4 

7.3 

- 

- 

16 

24 

20 

36 

. 

. 

4 

100 

San  Patrlolo 

21 

38.2 

- 

2 

6 

63 

6 

10 

6 

3 

4 

100 

Travis 

10 

2.4 

33 

• 

• 

• 

50 

1 

• 

« 

. 

16 

100 

Washington 

10 

6.8 

• 

. 

20 

10 

33 

_ 

13 

. 

• 

20 

100 

All  Other 

s 

10.2 

- 

- 

3 

32 

8 

2 

- 

3 

11 

41 

100 

Total 

131 

245.7 

4 

16 

6 

8 

27 

4 

20 

2 

3 

10 

100 

DeKalb 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Empire 

Lankart 

Northern 

Star 

Rex 

Stone- 

ville 

TPSA 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  9 

Brazoria 

3 

3.2 

11 

52 

18 

. 

. 

m 

ii 

8 

100 

Calhoun 

5 

9.3 

- 

37 

20 

_ 

30 

8 

_ 

3 

100 

Fort  Bend 

18 

26.6 

7 

30 

18 

6 

.. 

31 

• 

8 

100 

Jackson 

6 

3.8 

• 

67 

3 

_ 

_ 

16 

12 

. 

2 

100 

Matagorda 

7 

6.3 

. 

40 

35 

10 

4 

3 

100 

Ylctorla 

8 

7.8 

- 

6 

• 

T 

58 

7 

5 

2 

4 

18 

100 

Wharton 

21 

34.9 

1 

22 

16 

• 

• 

_ 

7 

34 

11 

9 

100 

All  Other 

1 

3.4 

- 

50 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

25 

- 

23 

100 

Total 

71 

99.7 

3 

29 

16 

2 

3 

1 

7 

24 

5 

8 

100 

Delfos 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Empire 

Lankart 

Northern 

Star 

Qualla 

Stone- 

vilie 

Storm 

King 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  10 

Cameron 

39 

113.9 

4 

23 

3 

1 

1 

39 

1 

4 

100 

Frio 

3 

6.8 

• 

16 

72 

3 

_ 

7 

100 

Hidalgo 

37 

132.1 

1 

31 

1 

2 

• 

57 

2 

6 

100 

Jim  Veils 

4 

9.1 

4 

• 

37 

13 

8 

26 

S' 

10 

100 

Starr 

3 

6.4 

. 

16 

• 

• 

4 

8 

3 

48 

• 

19 

100 

Vlllaoy 

17 

67.7 

31 

m 

_ 

«. 

66 

* 

3 

100 

Zaval a 

4 

14.7 

. 

14 

79 

am 

_ 

• 

2 

3 

100 

All  Other 

6 

7.3 

- 

12 

33 

- 

19 

6 

- 

- 

3 

7 

100 

Total 

113 

300.0 

2 

27 

6 

2 

2 

2 

e 

53 

i 

3 

100 

0  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Include.  .Mil  .ere age.  planted  to  varletie.  other  than  thoee  epeolfled. 
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Table  23.  Texas i  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  aoreage  planted  to  specified 
varieties,  by  counties  and  districts,  orop  of  1962. 


Dl.trlot 

and 

County 

0  Ins 

1961 

0 innings 

Aoala 

1517BH 

Blight 

Nast.r 

Oregg 

Lankart 

Lookett 

Pay¬ 

master 

Qualla 

Rex 

TPSA 

Western 

Stormproof 

Other 

y 

Total 

Humber 

1 ,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Parent 

Percent 

Ferc.nt 

Percent 

Dl.trlot  1 

Bailey 

20 

102.7 

. 

• 

80 

11 

3 

. 

6 

100 

Brlaooe 

7 

23.6 

- 

• 

38 

13 

. 

7 

a 

a 

m 

20 

100 

Castro 

14 

63.2 

- 

- 

79 

« 

• 

3 

m 

6  ' 

10 

100 

Cochran 

14 

74.1 

- 

- 

80 

6 

4 

• 

m 

2 

„ 

6 

100 

Crosby 

20 

133.2 

- 

- 

- 

54 

6 

30 

• 

. 

10 

m 

100 

Dawson 

23 

208.8 

1 

2 

12 

33 

3 

10 

12 

1 

23 

3 

100 

Deaf  Smith 

3 

12.6 

- 

- 

95 

- 

. 

• 

. 

a 

3 

100 

Floyd 

22 

103.2 

- 

- 

22 

23 

_ 

41 

• 

1 

m 

11 

100 

Osines 

13 

67.9 

6 

22 

44 

6 

a 

• 

4 

3 

9 

6 

100 

Rale 

33 

198.2 

- 

• 

47 

22 

1 

22 

• 

1 

2 

3 

100 

Hockley 

33 

224.6 

• 

4 

25 

51 

7 

4 

• 

3 

m 

4 

100 

Howard 

12 

32.1 

- 

4 

- 

- 

• 

2 

2 

_ 

• 

84 

8 

100 

Lamb 

33 

213.8 

- 

- 

64 

8 

a 

14 

. 

2 

1 

• 

11 

100 

Lubbock 

42 

279.6 

- 

• 

6 

75 

. 

4 

2 

1 

8 

4 

100 

Lynn 

27 

173.7 

- 

i 

27 

39 

3 

10 

2 

6 

9 

3 

100 

Martin 

13 

95.6 

16 

3 

9 

• 

• 

1 

1 

3 

46 

ii 

100 

Midland 

3 

21.3 

32 

13 

. 

4 

a 

. 

9 

32 

10 

100 

Parmer 

13 

60.0 

- 

- 

88 

i 

. 

3 

• 

• 

. 

e 

100 

Swisher 

12 

51.3 

- 

• 

60 

4 

• 

23 

3 

3 

. 

3 

100 

Terry 

21 

137.6 

- 

1 

55 

31 

• 

3 

• 

1 

4 

1 

4 

100 

Yoakum 

0 

42.4 

16 

- 

27 

30 

. 

7 

• 

• 

• 

20 

100 

All  Other 

6 

12.1 

23 

8 

1 

6 

- 

3 

8 

8 

- 

33 

6 

100 

Total 

403 

2,378.0 

2 

2 

34 

30 

2 

10 

2 

1 

4 

7 

6 

100 

Ac  ala 

151 7BR 

Blight 

Master 

Oregg 

Lankart 

Lockett 

Northern 

Star 

Pay¬ 

master 

Qualls 

TPSA 

Western 

Stormproof 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  2 

Baylor 

3 

14.7 

8 

• 

33 

39 

a 

100 

Childress 

3 

31.7 

- 

- 

- 

36 

7 

6 

2 

2 

. 

38 

9 

100 

Collingsworth 

9 

41.4 

1 

- 

43 

14 

12 

18 

• 

. 

3 

3 

2 

100 

Cottle 

8 

26.0 

- 

• 

3 

44 

4 

39 

• 

• 

• 

1 

9 

100 

Dickens 

7 

42.3 

- 

- 

23 

40 

• 

« 

. 

• 

10 

16 

3 

100 

Donley 

A 

12.2 

- 

. 

32 

6 

7 

3 

14 

• 

28 

10 

100 

Fisher 

9 

47.8 

- 

- 

- 

6 

• 

• 

• 

2 

• 

83 

7 

100 

Foard 

A 

8.6 

- 

- 

- 

46 

20 

30 

• 

• 

• 

- 

4 

100 

Oarza 

6 

26.0 

O 

- 

1 

42 

a 

6 

• 

. 

6 

44 

1 

100 

Hall 

14 

73.1 

- 

- 

22 

2 

29 

11 

16 

• 

- 

16 

4 

100 

Hardeman 

6 

21.0 

4 

• 

4 

46 

13 

21 

• 

• 

2 

• 

10 

100 

Haskell 

12 

09.4 

- 

- 

. 

18 

„ 

40 

6 

. 

16 

18 

2 

100 

Jones 

16 

58.1 

- 

. 

- 

69 

. 

16 

• 

1 

4 

3 

7 

100 

Knox 

8 

45.4 

19 

3 

10 

41 

7 

• 

11 

3 

2 

100 

Mitchell 

9 

40.8 

- 

- 

. 

_ 

2 

• 

4 

1 

. 

88 

3 

100 

Motley 

4 

19.3 

- 

- 

- 

43 

18 

• 

7 

. 

18 

14 

100 

Nolan 

6 

21.7 

- 

- 

- 

13 

• 

• 

11 

2 

. 

66 

8 

100 

Runnels 

13 

48.8 

- 

- 

. 

34 

5 

. 

7 

3 

3 

45 

3 

100 

Scurry 

9 

46.7 

- 

3 

. 

. 

« 

« 

8 

2 

. 

79 

6 

100 

Stonewall 

3 

6.0 

- 

. 

. 

93 

• 

• 

. 

. 

- 

- 

3 

100 

Taylor 

6 

12.0 

- 

. 

7 

31 

8 

. 

13 

. 

- 

33 

8 

100 

Wheeler 

6 

11.7 

- 

. 

22 

10 

17 

10 

20 

. 

• 

9 

12 

100 

Wilbarger 

10 

34.1 

• 

. 

12 

39 

20 

20 

. 

. 

3 

2 

2 

100 

All  Other 

6 

27.6 

- 

- 

1 

44 

4 

9 

1 

3 

2 

30 

6 

100 

Total 

183 

008.6 

1 

1 

8 

27 

7 

12 

3 

i 

4 

29 

3 

100 

Anton 

DeKalb 

Lank art 

Lockett 

Wort hern 

Star 

Pay¬ 

master 

Western 

Stormproof 

Other 

y 

.... 

.... 

.... 

Total 

District  3 

Total 

11 

is. e 

2 

3 

42 

7 

6 

3 

32 

5 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Anton 

Delta- 

pine 

Lankart 

Lockett 

Northern 

Star 

Qualla 

Rex 

Storm 

King 

TPSA 

Watson 

Other 

y 

Total 

District  4 

Bell 

16 

10.7 

i 

• 

80 

4 

_ 

_ 

• 

- 

- 

13 

100 

Collin 

21 

40.9 

- 

- 

88 

2 

3 

. 

. 

1 

2 

- 

4 

100 

Coryell 

3 

2.3 

. 

- 

90 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

10 

100 

Delias 

3 

3.1 

- 

- 

99 

• 

1 

_ 

. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Delta 

7 

17.9 

. 

- 

49 

. 

3 

- 

17 

2 

20 

- 

9 

100 

Denton 

4 

3.6 

- 

- 

77 

9 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3 

100 

Ellis 

29 

33.3 

- 

- 

80 

• 

2 

3 

i 

1 

- 

9 

4 

100 

Falls 

16 

12.8 

4 

23 

37 

• 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

16 

100 

Fannin 

13 

24.0 

- 

1 

73 

- 

13 

- 

3 

- 

- 

i 

3 

100 

Orayson 

7 

10.3 

- 

- 

62 

3 

23 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

8 

100 

Hill 

24 

30.9 

i 

- 

95 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

i 

1 

100 

Hunt 

16 

28.6 

- 

. 

78 

- 

3 

. 

- 

ii 

2 

2 

2 

100 

Johnson 

7 

9.7 

- 

. 

88 

3 

4 

i 

- 

• 

2 

- 

2 

100 

Kaufman 

9 

14.7 

- 

1 

91 

- 

2 

2 

- 

- 

2 

1 

1 

100 

Lamar 

12 

21.4 

• 

- 

13 

4 

13 

- 

60 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Limestone 

6 

5.3 

. 

- 

37 

. 

23 

17 

3 

• 

- 

- 

20 

100 

McLennan 

18 

20.2 

- 

- 

88 

- 

3 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 

100 

Milam 

11 

13.7 

13 

11 

63 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

10 

100 

Navarro 

16 

24.6 

2 

- 

81 

- 

9 

2 

- 

3 

- 

3 

100 

Rockwall 

3 

9.8 

- 

- 

66 

- 

i 

2 

1 

6 

24 

- 

- 

100 

Tarrant 

3 

6.7 

• 

- 

82 

- 

ii 

1 

- 

1 

1 

- 

4 

100 

Williamson 

31 

29.9 

13 

. 

61 

• 

i 

_ 

- 

3 

- 

- 

18 

100 

All  Other 

6 

7.8 

- 

- 

81 

4 

6 

1 

- 

- 

- 

6 

100 

Total 

287 

403.0 

2 

1 

74 

1 

3 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

3 

100 

25 


Table  24.  Other  Southeastern  and  South  Central  States i  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to 

speolfled  varieties,  by  states,  1958-62. 


State 

and 

Year 

Q  innings 

Auburn 

56 

Coker 

100 

Delta- 

pine 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Empire 

Poz 

Plains 

Rex 

Wannamaker 

All-in-one 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Virginia 

1958 

8 

- 

97 

1 

- 

2 

• 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

1959 

11 

• 

93 

9 

- 

5 

- 

• 

- 

- 

- 

100 

1960 

9 

- 

87 

o 

• 

13 

• 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

1961 

8 

- 

65 

- 

- 

3 

_ 

- 

30 

- 

- 

100 

1962 

- 

- 

50 

■a 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

49 

- 

1 

100 

PI or Ida 

1958 

6 

- 

55 

2 

- 

14 

- 

13 

- 

12 

4 

100 

1959 

9 

- 

62 

2 

• 

15 

- 

13 

- 

- 

8 

100 

1960 

11 

4 

39 

2 

• 

17 

ee 

23 

- 

- 

15 

100 

1961 

9 

24 

42 

. 

- 

11 

- 

14 

• 

e 

1 

100 

1962 

- 

17 

45 

1 

- 

13 

- 

11 

- 

3 

8 

100 

Kentucky 

1958 

4 

- 

83 

ms 

as 

17 

• 

- 

- 

- 

100 

1959 

8 

. 

- 

82 

«s 

«• 

13 

- 

- 

5 

100 

1960 

6 

- 

- 

46 

28 

ee 

14 

as 

8 

- 

4 

100 

1961 

4 

- 

- 

21 

54 

SB 

23 

- 

- 

- 

2 

100 

1962 

- 

- 

- 

26 

47 

as 

12 

- 

10 

- 

3 

100 

Illinois 

1958 

1 

- 

• 

• 

43 

52 

« 

- 

5 

100 

1959 

1 

- 

• 

• 

38 

62 

. 

- 

m 

- 

100 

1960 

1 

- 

• 

a. 

. 

30 

48 

• 

22 

m 

- 

100 

1961 

09 

- 

• 

• 

• 

7 

77 

• 

16 

m 

- 

100 

1962 

- 

- 

3 

7 

59 

- 

$1 

* 

100 

0  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

00  Less  than  500  baleB. 

1/  Includes  small  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  speolfled. 


Table  25.  Western  Areat  Estimated  percentage  of  cotton  acreage  planted  to  speolfled 

varieties,  by  states,  1958-62. 


State 

and 

Year 

0 inning a 

Ac  ala 

4-42 

Ac  ala 

44 

Ac  ala 

1517BR 

Aoala 

1517C 

Ac  ala 

151 7D 

Del 

Cerro 

DPL 

9mooth 

Leaf 

Lankart 

Pima 

S-l 

Pima 

3-2 

1  ,000 
bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Peroent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Arizona 

1958 

737 

7 

80 

•e 

3 

«> 

. 

6 

1959 

720 

6 

81 

• 

7 

. 

sm 

_ 

3 

• 

1960 

849 

13 

50 

• 

9 

a. 

1 

_ 

4 

• 

1961 

824 

11 

6 

am 

7 

9 

•a 

71 

3 

1 

1962 

- 

2 

4 

- 

2 

4 

o 

79 

- 

9 

3 

California 

1958 

1,624 

94 

1 

. 

• 

• 

«, 

m 

• 

am 

1959 

1 ,947 

92 

9 

am 

- 

• 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

. 

1960 

1,964 

93 

1 

• 

0 

• 

• 

6 

- 

_ 

• 

1961 

1,709 

89 

0 

• 

- 

. 

o 

11 

. 

m 

1962 

- 

89 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

11 

- 

- 

- 

Slevads 

1958 

• 

m 

_ 

1959 

- 

• 

•» 

• 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1960 

5 

• 

• 

. 

100 

• 

„ 

• 

1961 

6 

SB 

• 

• 

100 

m 

a, 

„ 

• 

1962 

- 

* 

- 

- 

49 

49 

2 

- 

- 

- 

Pew  Mexico 

1958 

282 

- 

3 

76 

m 

4 

4 

• 

1959 

303 

- 

- 

13 

73 

• 

as 

m 

4 

3 

. 

1960 

270 

- 

- 

8 

78 

• 

m 

m 

1 

3 

1961 

277 

- 

0 

3 

73 

9 

2 

0 

1 

3 

0 

1962 

- 

- 

- 

2 

22 

33 

1 

0 

0 

1 

2 

Texas  -  District  6 

1958 

301 

• 

m 

6 

79 

10 

1959 

291 

o 

0 

11 

73 

11 

1960 

272 

- 

1 

17 

69 

m 

• 

m 

11 

m 

1961 

309 

0 

- 

3 

39 

3 

2 

13 

2 

9 

0 

1962 

‘ 

1 

• 

2 

41 

17 

3 

3 

7 

4 

9 

0  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1/  Includes  small  aoreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  speolfled. 


Other 

y 


Total 


Percent  Percent 

2  100 

1  100 

23  100 

1  100 

4  100 


3  100 

7  100 

«  100 

100 

•  100 


100 

100 

100 


13  100 

7  100 

10  100 

9  100 

17  100 


3  100 

3  100 

2  100 

3  100 

13  100 
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Table  26.  Western  Areas  Estimated  percentage  of  ootton  acreage  planted  to  speolfied 

varieties,  by  states  and  counties,  crop  of  1962. 


States 

and 

Counties 

dins 

1961 

Qinnings 

Ac  ala 

4-42 

Ac  ala 

44 

Ac  ala 

151 7C 

Ac  ala 

151 7D 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Pima 

S-2 

Stone- 

vllle 

Other 

1/ 

.   . 

. 

Total 

Humber 

1,000 

bales 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Arizona 

Cochise 

6 

24.7 

- 

31 

61 

3 

• 

5 

«. 

• 

100 

Graham 

6 

26.2 

- 

- 

4 

52 

- 

43 

- 

1 

- 

- 

100 

Maricopa 

56 

319.6 

2 

6 

- 

- 

83 

5 

3 

1 

- 

- 

100 

Pima 

12 

54.6 

13 

2 

6 

7 

32 

8 

32 

0 

• 

aa 

100 

Pinal 

50 

326.8 

2 

1 

- 

- 

92 

2 

3 

0 

- 

tm 

100 

Yuma 

12 

67.1 

- 

9 

- 

- 

91 

- 

0 

9 

- 

- 

100 

All  Other 

1 

4.9 

- 

- 

75 

25 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

143 

823.9 

2 

4 

2 

4 

79 

5 

4 

0 

- 

- 

100 

Ac  ala 

4-42 

Ac  ala 

Strain  A 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Dixie 

King 

Other 

1/ 

---- 

— 

— 

---- 

— 

Total 

California 

Fresno 

74 

421.0 

100 

- 

<_ 

am 

- 

- 

- 

* 

- 

100 

Imperial 

16 

139.7 

- 

1 

99 

- 

- 

*■ 

" 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Kern 

65 

444.5 

IOC 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

mm 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Kings 

28 

206.2 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Madera 

18 

85.8 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

■» 

- 

100 

Merced 

10 

64.1 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Riverside 

8 

59.0 

4 

- 

94 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Tulare 

44 

289.1 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

263 

1,709.4 

89 

<* 

11 

« 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

100 

Ac  ala 

1517BR 

Ac  ala 

1517C 

Ac  ala 

151 7D 

Del 

Cerro 

Cregg 

Pima 

S-l 

Pima 

S-2 

Other 

1/ 

— 

— 

Total 

Mew  Mexioo 

Chaves 

10 

52.9 

- 

16 

77 

2 

- 

• 

- 

5 

- 

- 

100 

Dona  Ana 

17 

71.0 

- 

29 

56 

2 

- 

4 

9 

9 

- 

- 

100 

Eddy 

11 

60.1 

1 

47 

51 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

100 

Lea 

10 

32.5 

14 

4 

3 

- 

48 

CCS 

<* 

31 

- 

- 

100 

Luna 

5 

25.1 

art 

7 

93 

- 

- 

- 

mm 

- 

- 

100 

Roosevelt 

6 

16.8 

mm 

- 

a* 

- 

97 

- 

- 

3 

- 

- 

100 

All  Other 

7 

18.5 

2 

5 

79 

- 

12 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

100 

Total 

66 

276.9 

2 

22 

55 

1 

12 

1 

2 

5 

- 

- 

100 

Ac  ala 

151 7BR 

Ac  ala 

1517C 

Ac  ala 

151 7D 

Del 

Cerro 

DPL 

Smooth 

Leaf 

Lankart 

Pima 

3-1 

Pima 

S-2 

Stone- 

ville 

Other 

1/ 

Total 

Texas 

District  6 

El  Paso 

22 

94.0 

46 

22 

* 

- 

- 

11 

19 

«■ 

2 

100 

Hudspeth 

1 

29.9 

- 

28 

59 

1 

1 

- 

4 

4 

1 

2 

100 

Pecos 

9 

48.0 

4 

50 

2 

13 

1 

17 

- 

- 

7 

6 

100 

Reeves 

20 

119.7 

2 

38 

7 

1 

7 

11 

- 

5 

27 

2 

100 

All  Other 

5 

16.9 

12 

43 

20 

t> 

4 

8 

- 

- 

6 

7 

100 

Total 

63 

308.5 

2 

41 

17 

3 

3 

7 

4 

9 

11 

3 

100 

•  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

1 /  Includes  small  acreages  planted  to  varieties  other  than  those  specified. 
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Growth  Through  Agricultural  Progress 


} 


